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Although federal laws can affect state court jurisdiction, state laws cannot affect federal court jurisdiction. State legislation 


may neither confer jurisdiction on federal courts nor abridge or impair federal court jurisdiction. ! Thus, the jurisdiction of the 
federal courts, having existed from the beginning of the federal government, cannot be impaired by subsequent state legislation 


creating courts of probate.” The powers not delegated to the United States by the Federal Constitution, nor prohibited by it 
to the states, are reserved to the states respectively.° Where power is not already delegated or prohibited, state courts have 


jurisdiction.“ Because the jurisdictions are separate and independent, and it is essential to the independence and efficiency of 
each that they be exempt from interference and control one by the other, a state court has no jurisdiction to enjoin a proceeding 


or judgment of a federal court.> 


State courts are generally independent of the federal courts.° When a state exercises power wholly within the domain of state 


interest, it is insulated from federal judicial review. 


Observation: 


The Anti-Injunction Act—which restricts a federal court from granting an injunction to stay proceedings in a state court®— is 


inapplicable where the United States is a party plaintiff.” Nevertheless, the plaintiff cannot avail itself of the exception for the 
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United States when it seeks an injunction because of the Fair Housing Act's!° explicit limitations on the remedial powers of the 


federal courts. |! 


The orderly administration of justice in a state court is not to be interfered with, except in rare cases when exceptional 


circumstances exist.'* Such exceptional circumstances arise where: (1) the district court finds that the state proceeding is 
motivated by a desire to harass or is conducted in bad faith; or (2) when a challenged statute is flagrantly and patently violative 
of express constitutional prohibitions in every clause, sentence, and paragraph, and in whatever manner, and against whomever 


an effort might be made to apply i 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


The Supreme Court has a practice of reading jurisdictional laws, so long as consistent with their language, to respect the 
traditional role of state courts in the federal system and to establish clear and administrable rules. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner 
& Smith Inc. v. Manning, 136 S. Ct. 1562 (2016). 
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